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Dear Sir or Madam, 

This is an Appeal Brief filed in response to a Notice of 
Appeal submitted on 25 November 2005. 



I, REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest in this appeal is Flowtronex 
PSI, Inc, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Nevada, and having an office located in Dallas, Texas. 



II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no related appeals or interferences . 

I 04/28/2006 BflBRfiHAl 00000020 0950667& 
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III. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-20 were cancelled. Claims 21-31 are pending and 
stand rejected. 
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IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

The last response submitted by Applicant was mailed 
December 8, 2 004, which was entered. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

Independent claim 21 recites a system for controlling a 
plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment like a 
weather station 46, a pump station 68 or an irrigation system 74 
that has different user interfaces based on an open client- 
server architecture for golf courses, ski resorts, other outdoor 
recreational areas or for any application involving managing of 
an outdoor environment. See page 3, lines 7-9. 

The system comprises client or user interfaces 12, 16, 32, 
52, 60; client or user interface messaging controls 14, 20, 34, 
40, 56 , 62; interface control servers 24, 44, 66, 72; and 
interface control server messaging controls 22, 42, 64, 70. 

The client or user interfaces 16, 36, 52 provide messages 
to control the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance 
equipment 46, 68, 74, and receive responses containing 
information about the plurality of outdoor environmental 
maintenance equipment 46, 68, 74. See page 7, lines 14-17; and 
Fig. 1. 
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The client or user interface messaging controls 20, 40, 56 
are each associated with a respective one of the client or user 
interfaces 12, 16, 32, 52, 60. See page 8, lines 8-11; Fig. 1. 

The interface control servers 24, 46, 66, 72 are each for 
controlling a respective one of the plurality of outdoor 
environmental maintenance equipment 46, 68, 74. See page 7, 
lines 4-7; Fig. 1. 

The interface control server messaging controls 22, 42, 64, 
70 are each associated with a respective one of the interface 
control servers 24, 46, 66, 72. See page 8, lines 8-11; Fig. 1. 

In operation, the interface control server messaging 
controls 22, 42, 70 and the client or user interface messaging 
controls 20, 40, 56 exchange messages and communicating with 
each other using a common messaging control protocol . See page 
3, lines 18-19. 

The present invention uniquely features each messaging 
control 14, 20, 34, 40, 56, 62; 22, 42, 64, 70 being usable for 
communication with at least two or more messaging controls 14, 
20, 34, 40, 56, 62; 22, 42, 64, 70 in the system, so each client 
or user interface can provide messages for controlling each of 
the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment 46, 
68, 74, and also can receive responses containing information 
about each of the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance 
equipment 46, 68, 74. See page 8, lines 15-16; and Fig. 1. 
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The messaging controls include both the client or user 
interface messaging control like element 14, 20, 34, 40, 56, 62 
in Figure 1 of the present invention that are associated with 
the client or user interfaces 12, 16, 32, 36, 52, 60, as well as 
the interface control server messaging controls like elements 
22, 42, 64, 70 associated with a respective one of the interface 
control servers like elements 24, 44, 66, 72. 

Independent claim 29 recites a method for carrying out the 
system recited in claim 21. The discussion of the steps of 
claim 29 in the specification is found at the same location as 
the discussion provided for the elements of claim 21. 

The dependent claims 22-28 and 30-31 recite other features 
of the claimed system. 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

Claims 21-26 and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(e) as being anticipated by Smith et al . (U.S. Patent No. 
6,192,828). Claims 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as unpatentable over Smith in view of Gray et al . (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,568,402). 
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VII. ARGUMENT 

Claim 21 

The anticipation rejection is respectfully traversed 
because Smith does not teach or suggest a system for controlling 
a plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment 
having different user interfaces based on an open client-server 
architecture for golf courses, ski resorts, other outdoor 
recreational areas or for any application involving and managing 
of an outdoor environment, wherein each messaging control (14, 
20, 34, 40, 56, 62; 22, 42, 64, 70) is usable for communication 
with at least two or more messaging controls (14, 20, 34, 40, 
56, 62; 22, 42, 64, 70) in the system, so each client or user 
interface can provide messages for controlling each of the 
plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment, and 
also can receive responses containing information about each of 
the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment, as 
claimed herein. 

In the claimed system, the messaging controls include both 
the client or user interface messaging control like element 14, 
20, 34, 40, 56, 62 in Figure 1 of the present invention that are 
associated with the client or user interfaces 12, 16, 32, 36, 
52, 60, as well as the interface control server messaging 
controls like elements 22, 42, 64, 70 associated with a 
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respective one of the interface control servers like elements 
24, 44, 66, 72. 

In contrast to the claimed invention, Smith discloses two 
basic systems for building automation. The first is a 
centralized system that is shown in Figures 1-95. The second is 
a decentralized system that is shown in Figures 96-99. It is 
respectfully submitted that the reasoning in paragraph 3 of the 
Office Action is taking parts of the first system and combining 
them with parts of the second system in order to end up with the 
claimed invention . 

However, it is respectfully submitted that Smith's 
centralized system 11 shown in Figures 1-95 is very different 
from the claimed invention. For example, in Figures 2(a) to 
(d) , Smith 1 s centralized system 11 includes numerous subsystems 
41, 42, 45, 47, 49, 51, 53 all coupled to a centralized 
intelligent home controller 13 via different protocols, i.e. 
serial, parallel, infrared, voice, relay, digital analog, DTMF. 
It is respectfully submitted that Smith does not suggest that 
its centralized system 11 has multiple client or user interfaces 
that each provide messages for controlling each of the outdoor 
environmental maintenance equipment, and also receive responses 
containing information about each of the outdoor environmental 
maintenance equipment, as now claimed. Only Smith's centralized 
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intelligent home controller 13 can control all of the numerous 
subsystems 41, 42, 45, 47, 49, 51, 53. 

Moreover, Smith's decentralized system shown in part in 
Figures 96-99 is also very different from the claimed invention. 
For example, Figure 96 shows an alternative embodiment of the 
building automation system having a centralized controller 2001 
coupled via a CEBUS protocol communications channel to serial 
adapters 2015, 2017, 2019, 2021 to equipment such as HVAC 2009, 
security 2011, HVAC camera 2013 or weather 2014, and coupled via 
an Ionworks protocol communications channel 2005 to a serial 
adapter 2023 to a sprinkler 2007. Figure 97 shows the serial 
adapter 2 015 in greater detail having a CEBUS program 2051, 
serial driver 2 071 and building system program 2 07 9 for coupling 
the communications bus 2 003 (see also Figure 96) to end devices 
2 081 via an end device protocol (i.e. the respective device 
protocol) . However, it is respectfully submitted that Smith 
does not suggest that its decentralized system in Figures 96-99 
has multiple client or user interfaces that each provide 
messages for controlling each of the outdoor environmental 
maintenance equipment, and also receive responses containing 
information about each of the outdoor environmental maintenance 
equipment, as now claimed. For example, Smi th 1 s serial adapters 
2015, 2017, 2019, 2021 cannot provide messages for controlling 
each of the HVAC 2009, security 2011, HVAC camera 2013 or 
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weather 2014, or receive responses containing information about 
each of the same. 

Furthermore, Smith also does not anticipate the subject 
matter of claim 21 because Smith fails to teach or suggest a 
system for controlling a plurality of outdoor environmental 
maintenance equipment wherein each client or user interface can 
provide messages for controlling each of a plurality of outdoor 
maintenance equipment, and each interface can also receive 
responses containing information about each of the plurality of 
outdoor maintenance equipment. 

For example, Smith's centralized system 11 shown in Figures 
1-95 is very different from the claimed invention. It is 
respectfully submitted that Smith does not teach or suggest that 
its centralized system 11 has multiple client or user interfaces 
that each provide messages for controlling each of the outdoor 
environmental maintenance equipment, and also receive responses 
containing information about each of the outdoor environmental 
maintenance equipment, as applicant now claims. 

The reasoning in paragraph 5 of the Office Action mailed 24 
June 2005 states that "to assume that only Smith 7 s centralized 
intelligent home controller 13 can control all of the numerous 
subsystems is an improper generalization of the referenced 
invention." However, it is respectfully submitted that the 
reasoning is misinterpreting the limitations of claim 21, and 
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fails to recognize that claim 21 has eliminated the central 
controller 13 of Smith . In the claimed invention, each 
messaging control can communicate with at least two other 
messaging controls, allows the subsystems of the present 
invention to communicate directly with each other, without the 
need for a central controller. 

In contrast, Smith requires that all communication be 
routed through a central controller 13 in order for one 
subsystem device to communicate with a device on another 
subsystem. While Smith makes it possible to initiate any 
controllable operation or series of operations based on an input 
from any device, the device must still be attached to the 
central controller 13. See column 15, lines 17-20. It is 
respectfully submitted that a comparison of Figure 1 of the 
present invention with Figures 2(a) through 2(d) of Smith makes 
this difference very clear. Figure 1 of the present invention 
demonstrates that there is no need for a central controller, 
because all of the subsystems are capable of direct 
communication with each other. In contrast, Figures 2(a) 
through 2 (d) of Smith require that each subsystem be connected 
to a central controller 13 in order for inter-subsystem 
communication. The controller 13 provides all routing for 
subsystem commands. See column 8, lines 1-11; column 9, lines 
37-39. The controller 13 is required for any interaction 
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between user interface devices to occur. See column 15, lines 
48-50. 

Subsystem devices in Smi th quire simply cannot receive 
information about each other without the central controller 13 
routing information from one device to another. See Smith , 
column 16, lines 7-9 (where the central controller 13 provides 
real-time continuous updates to an unlimited number of user 
interfaces simultaneously) . In addition, the amount of 
information each subsystem device can receive about other 
devices is limited in Smith by the devices used. Smith 
describes that standard telephones, keypads and hand-held remote 
controls have limited feedback, and RF and IR remotes provide no 
status feedback at all. See Smith , column 15, lines 36-47. In 
contrast, in the claimed system each of the client or user 
interfaces can receive responses information about each of the 
plurality of outdoor maintenance equipment because each 
messaging control is capable of communicating with at least two 
other messaging controls. 

It is respectfully submitted that a prior art reference 
does not anticipate a claim unless the elements of the claim are 
arranged in the prior art reference as required by the claim. 
In re Bond, 15 USPQ2d 1566, 1567 (Fed. Cir. 1989); MPEP § 2131. 
The elements of claim 21 are not arranged in Smith as required 
by the claim, because Smith contains a central controller for 
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communicating between the subsystems of the building automation 
system. 

The reasoning states in paragraph 5 of the Office Action 
mailed 24 June 2005 that Smith teaches that the centralized and 
decentralized implementation of the building automation system 
is interchangeable. However, it is respectfully submitted that 
Smith merely describes that "the invention may be implemented in 
either a centralized processing embodiment or a distributed 
processing embodiment." See column 2, lines 49-51 (emphasis 
added) . While the implementation of each embodiment may be 
interchangeable, components from each embodiment are not 
interchangeable. Moreover, there is clearly no teaching or 
suggestion in Smith that the centralized and decentralized 
systems can be implemented as a combination of each other. To 
the contrary, one of ordinary skill in the art would appreciate 
that it is undesirable to combine each embodiment because the 
centralized embodiment has its own controller, and each 
subsystem in the distributed embodiment has its own controller. 
Therefore, superfluous controllers in the building automation 
system will exist if the embodiments were combined. 

Smith does not teach or suggest that the distributed 
processing system shown in part in Figures 96-99 contains the 
limitations recited in claim 21. For example, Smi th does not 
disclose that the distributed multiple client or user interfaces 
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can control each of the outdoor environmental maintenance 
equipment, and also receive responses containing information 
about each of the outdoor environmental maintenance equipment, 
as claimed. In particular, Smith's Figure 96 shows an 
alternative embodiment of the building automation system having 
a centralized controller 2001 coupled via a CEBUS protocol 
communications channel to serial adapters 2015, 2017, 2019, 2021 
to equipment such as HVAC 2 009, security 2011, HVAC camera 2013 
or weather 2 014, and coupled via an Ionworks protocol 
communications channel 2005 to a serial adapter 2023 to a 
sprinkler 2007. Figure 97 shows the serial adapter 2015 in 
greater detail having a CEBUS program 2051, serial driver 2071 
and building system program 2079 for coupling the communications 
bus 2003 to end devices 2081 via an end device protocol (i.e. 
the respective device protocol). See also Fig. 96. For example, 
Smith's serial adapters 2015, 2017, 2019, 2021 cannot provide 
messages for controlling each of the HVAC 2009, security 2011, 
HVAC camera 2013 or weather 2 014, or receive responses 
containing information about each of the same. 

The distributed processing embodiment shown in part in 
Figures 96-99 of Smith clearly has multiple controllers, which 
merely distribute the processing required to implement the 
automation system throughout the building. See column 44, lines 
47-48; column 62, lines 46-48. The subsystems can still only 
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communicate with each other through the controllers. See column 
44, lines 50-51. There is no direct communication between the 
end devices, as claim 21. The distributed processing embodiment 
of Smith essentially has multiple centralized embodiments 
distributed throughout a building, with communication occurring 
between each one. It is respectfully submitted that, since the 
centralized embodiment does not anticipate the subject matter of 
claim 21 for the reasons discussed above, a system that teaches 
multiple embodiments of the same thing also fails to anticipate 
the subject matter of claim 21. 

Dependent Claims 22-28 
Dependent claims 22-2 6 depend directly or indirectly from 
claim 21, contain all the limitations therein, and are not 
anticipated by Smith for the reasons discussed above in relation 
to claim 29 . 

In addition, dependent claims 27-28 depend directly or 
indirectly from claim 21, contain all the limitations therein, 
are not unpatentable over Smith in view of Gray . In effect, 
Gray does not make up for the deficiency of Smi th regarding any 
of the points of distinction set forth above. 
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Claim 29 

Independent claim 29 is a method for controlling a 
plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment based 
on an open client-server architecture for golf courses, ski 
resorts, other outdoor recreational areas or any other 
application involving managing of an outdoor environment. Claim 
29 recites a method for carrying out the system of claim 21, and 
is rejected for the same reasons as claim 21. It is 
respectfully submitted that the subject matter of claim 29 is 
not anticipated by Smith for all the same reasons discussed 
above in relation to claim 21. 



Dependent Claims 3 0-31 
Dependent claims 3 0-31 depend directly or indirectly from 
claim 29, contain all the limitations therein, and are not 
anticipated by Smith for the reasons discussed above in relation 
to claim 29 - 



- 14 - 



Serial No . 09/506 , 676 



Conclusion 



In view of the above arguments, applicant respectfully 
submits that the reasoning of the rejection of these claims is 
in error, and should be reversed. 



April 25, 2006 

WARE, FRESSOLA, VAN DER SLUYS 

& ADOLPHSON LLP 
Bradford Green, Building Five 
755 Main Street, P.O. Box 224 
Monroe, CT 06468 
(203) 261-1234 
Customer No. 004955 



Respectfully submitted 




/dap 



William J. Barber 

Attorney for the Applicants 

Registration No. 32,720 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 

Claims 1-20 (Cancelled) . 

21. (Previously Presented) A system for controlling a 
plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment having 
different user interfaces based on an open client-server 
architecture for golf courses, ski resorts, other outdoor 
recreational areas or for any application involving and managing 
of an outdoor environment, comprising: 

client or user interfaces for providing messages for 
controlling the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance 
equipment, and receiving responses containing information about 
the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment; 

client or user interface messaging controls, each 
associated with a respective one of the client or user 
interfaces; 

interface control servers, each for controlling a 
respective one of the plurality of outdoor environmental 
maintenance equipment; and 

interface control server messaging controls, each 
associated with a respective one of the interface control 
servers, the interface control server messaging controls and the 
client or user interface messaging controls exchanging messages 
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and communicating with each other using a common messaging 
control protocol for controlling the plurality of outdoor 
environmental maintenance equipment, each messaging control 
being usable for communication with at least two or more 
messaging controls in the system so that each client or user 
interface can provide messages for controlling each of the 
plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment, and 
also can receive responses containing information about each of 
the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment. 

22. (Previously Presented) A system according to claim 21, 
wherein the common messaging control protocol is transmission 
control protocol/Internet protocol (TCP/IP) . 

23. (Previously Presented) A system according to claim 21, 
wherein the common messaging control protocol is text messaging. 

24. (Previously Presented) A system according to claim 21, 
wherein each interface control servers communicate with a 
respective interface control server messaging control using 
interprocessing calls/events . 

25. (Previously Presented) A system according to claim 21, 
wherein the at least one client user interface, the at least one 
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client or user interface messaging control, the interface 
control servers, interface control server messaging controls, or 
a combination thereof, form part of different domains including 
either a personal computer (PC) , a local area network (LAN) , the 
world wide web (WWW), or a combination thereof. 

26. (Previously Presented) A system according to claim 21, 
wherein the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance 
equipment includes an irrigation system, a pump station, a 
weather station or other environmental maintenance equipment. 

27. (Previously Presented) A system according to claim 21, 
wherein the client or user interface includes a system control 
and data acquisition (SCADA) having a messaging control arranged 
therein . 

28. (Previously Presented) A system according to claim 21, 
wherein the client or user interface includes one or more site 
manages, each having a messaging control arranged therein. 
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29. (Previously Presented) A method for controlling a 
plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment based 
on an open client-server architecture for golf courses, ski 
resorts, other outdoor recreational areas or for any application 
involving and managing of an outdoor environment, comprising the 
steps of: 

providing with client or user interfaces messages for 
controlling the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance 
equipment, and receiving responses containing information about 
the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment; 

associating each interface with a respective client or user 
interface messaging control ; 

controlling with interface control servers the plurality of 
outdoor environmental maintenance equipment; 

associating each interface control server with a respective 
interface control server messaging control; and 

exchanging messages and communications between the 
interface control server messaging controls and client or user 
interface messaging control messages using a common messaging 
control protocol for controlling the plurality of outdoor 
environmental maintenance equipment, each messaging control 
being usable for communication with at least two or more other 
messaging controls in the system so that each client or user 
interface can provide messages for controlling each of the 
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plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment, and 
also can receive responses containing information about each of 
the plurality of outdoor environmental maintenance equipment. 

30. (Previously Presented) A system according to claim 29, 
wherein the common messaging control protocol is transmission 
control protocol/Internet protocol (TCP/IP) . 

31. (Previously Presented) A system according to claim 29, 
wherein the common messaging control protocol is text messaging. 

EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

None . 

RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

None . 
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2. STATUS OF APPLICANT 
This application is on behalf of 



□ other than a small entity. 



□ a small entity. 
A statement: 

□ is attached. 

□ was already filed. 



3. FEE FOR FILING APPEAL BRIEF 
Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.17(c), the fee for filing the Appeal Brief is: 



□ small entity $170.00 
ffl^ Dther than a small entity Xo^$34€T.OO 



Appeal Brief fee due $ 



4. EXTENSION OF TERM 



NOTE: 37 C.F.R § 1, 704(b) *. . .an applicant shall be deemed to have failed to engage in reasonable efforts 
to conclude processing or examination of an application for the cumulative total of any periods of time 
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The proceedings herein are for a patent application and the provisions of 37 C.F.R. 
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(a) □ Applicant petitions for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136 

(fees: 37 C.F.R. § 1.17(a)(1)-(5)) for the total number of months checked below: 
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PTO-2038. 

WARNING: Credit card information should not be included on this fomn as it may become public. 
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Date: J f Afy-» L d & 
Reg. No.: 32,720 
Customer No.: 4955 



SIGNATURE OF PRACTmCWER 



William J. Barber 



(type or print name of practitioner) 

Ware, Fressola, Van Der Sluys & Adolphson LL] 
755 Main Street. P,0. Box 224 
P.O. Address 

Monroe, Connecticut 06468 
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